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Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 October 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) 38-50.56,57,59-62 and 64-71 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) E3 Claim(s) 48-50,56,57,59-62.64 and 65 is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 38-47 and 66-71 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 38-39, 41-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Cruickshank (US PAT: 6,704,294). 

Regarding claim 38, Cruickshank discloses a method of video conferencing 
comprising: establishing a circuit switched connection between a first party (110, fig. 1) 
and a second party (120, fig. 1, col. 1 lines 8-12), retrieving, responsive to 
establishment of the circuit switched connection, network address associated with the 
first and second parties from a remote database (118, fig. 1), establishing based on the 
retrieved network addresses (col. 3, line 66 - col. 5, line 7), a packet switched 
connection between the first party and second party to transmit video (claims 1-4). 

Regarding claim 39, Cruickshank further teaches the following: circuit switched 
connection is established to transmit audio (col. 5 lines 5-8). 

Regarding claim 41, Cruickshank further teaches the following: video is 
transmitted contemporaneously with audio (claim 4, col. 5 lines 5-8). 
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Regarding claim 42, Cruickshank further teaches the following: circuit switched 
connection connects a first telephone (110, fig. 1) associated with a first party to a 
second telephone (120, fig. 1) associated with the second party (claim 1). 

Regarding claim 43, Cruickshank further teaches the following: packet switched 
connection is established across internet (col. 2 lines 32-42). 

Regarding claim 44, Cruickshank further teaches the following: packet switched 
connection connects a first computer (112, fig. 5) associated with a first party to a 
second computer (512, fig. 5) associated with the second party (col. 5 lines 60-66). 

Regarding claim 45, Cruickshank further teaches the following: first telephone 
number is associated with the first telephone (110, fig. 1) and a second telephone 
number is associated with the second telephone (120, col. 4 lines 11-36). 

Regarding claim 46, Cruickshank further teaches the following: retrieving network 
addresses from the remote database (118, fig. 1) comprises performing a look-up of the 
remote database using the first and second telephone numbers (col. 4 lines 1 1-36). 

Regarding claim 47, Cruickshank further teaches the following: the network 
addresses comprises Internet Protocol (IP) addresses (col. 4 lines 11-36). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 
2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 66-67, 69, 70-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cruickshank in view of Arnott (US2002/0083462A1 , filed 12-21- 
2000). 

Regarding claim 66, Cruickshank discloses a method, comprising: receiving 
called party identifier (120, fig. 1) of a called party from a calling party (110, fig. 1) 
having a calling party identifier, determining a called party IP address based on the 
called party identifier, determining a calling party IP address based on the calling party 
identifier(col. 3, line 66 - col. 5, line 26 ). 

Cruickshank differs from claimed invention in that although he teches exchanging 
audio and video in collaboration conference (claim 4, col. 5 lines 5-8), he does not 
explicitly teach: receiving a first video and audio data from the calling party IP address 
and forwarding the first video and audio data to the called party IP address, receiving 
second video and audio data from the called party IP address and forwarding the 
second video and audio data to the calling party IP address. 

However, Arnott discloses apparatus and method for establishing audio and 
video conferencing which teaches the following: receiving a first video and audio data 
from the calling party IP address and forwarding the first video and audio data to the 
called party IP address, receiving second video and audio data from the called party IP 
address and forwarding the second video and audio data to the calling party IP address 
(paragraph: 0011; 0024; 0029, fig. 2). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify Cruickshank's system to provide for the following: 
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receiving a first video and audio data from the calling party IP address and forwarding 
the first video and audio data to the called party IP address, receiving second video and 
audio data from the called party IP address and forwarding the second video and audio 
data to the calling party IP address as this arrangement would facilitate to exchange 
audio and video for a video conference between users as taught by Arnott. 

Regarding claim 67, Cruickshank further teaches the following: receiving a 
request from the calling party to initiate a video conference (this is implied as much as 
reference teaches requesting collaboration between two users which involve both 
exchange of audio and video (claims 1-4), sending a notification message to the calling 
party and the called party to request acceptance of video conference and receiving 
return messages from the calling party and called party accepting video conference (col. 
3, line 66 - col. 8, line 2). 

Regarding claim 69, Cruickshank further teaches the following: called party 
identifier and the calling party identifier are PSTN telephone numbers (col. 4 lines 11- 
36). 

Regarding claim 70-71, Cruickshank further teaches the following: determining 
the called party IP address includes a first database associating the called party 
identifier with called party IP address, and wherein the determining of the calling party 
IP address includes accessing a second database associating the calling party IP 
address (col. 4 lines 11-36; col. 6, line 65 - col. 7, line 4), the first database and second 
database are the same. 
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4. Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cruickshank in view of Thompson et al. (US 200 1/0056466A1, filed 12-19-2000, 
hereinafter Thompson). 

Cruickshank duffers from claim 40 in that he does not teach the following: packet 
switched connection is further established to transmit audio. 

However, Thompson discloses communication system which teaches the 
following: packet switched connection is further established to transmit audio 
(paragraphs: 0005-0006, 0017, 0038). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify Cruickshank's system to provide for the following: packet 
switched connection is further established to transmit audio as this arrangement would 
facilitate transmitting voice though packet network as taught by Thompson, thus 
providing well known method for transmitting audio. 

5. Claim 68 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cruickshank in view of Arnott as applied to claim 67 above, and further in view of 
Diament et al. (US 2002/0071 539A1 , filed 12-12-2000, hereinafter Diament). 

The combination differs from claim 68 in that although he teaches exchanging 
messages to set up collaboration call (abstract); he does not teach the following: first 
message and the second message is sent via instant messaging, notification message 
and return messages are by instant messaging. 

However, Diament discloses method and apparatus for telephony enabled 
instant messaging which teaches the following: exchanging instant messages for setting 
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up a conference call, notification message and return messages are by instant 
messaging for setting up a conference call (paragraph: 0004). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
invention was made to modify the combination to provide for the following: first message 
and the second message is sent via instant messaging and notification message and 
return messages are by instant messaging for setting up a conference call as this 
arrangement would facilitate to set up conference call as taught by Diament, thus 
facilitating call set up using instant messaging. 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments filed on 10-22-07 with respect to claims 38-47 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Regarding rejection of claim 38 using Cruickshank reference, on page 12 of his 
response to the office action dated 7-23-2007, Applicant argues that "At column 3, line 
66 - col. 5, line 7, CRUCIKSHANK generally discloses establishing a data connection 
via a private branch exchange (PBX). This section of CRUCIKSHANK discloses 
retrieving IP addresses of computers associated with a calling station and a called 
station when a person making a call has been connected to a collaboration facility of 
PBX (column 3, line 66, col. 4, line 24). This section does not disclose or suggest 
retrieving, responsive to establishment of a circuit switched connection, network 
addresses associated with each of the first and second parties from a remote database 
as required by claim 38. Instead, CRUCIKSHANK specifically discloses establishing a 
telephone link between two telephones after retrieving IP addresses associated with a 
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calling station and a called station (column 4, lines 33-36)". Regarding this, 
Cruickshank teaches: In operation, the person making the call pick up the receiver of 
the telephone 1 10 and press the designated "collaboration" button. After hearing 
distinctive dial tone (to confirm that he has been "connected" to a collaboration facility of 
PBX 1 14) he dials the identification number of the intended recipient of the collaboration 
call. Typically, this number identification might be collaboration call recipient telephone 
number, extension number, or numerical equivalent recipient's name. The identification 
number is transmitted to application 116 residents in PBX 1 14 (col. 3, line 66 - col. 4, 
line 10). This clearly reads on applicant's claim limitation: retrieving, responsive to 
establishment of a circuit switched connection, network addresses associated with each 
of the first and second parties from a remote database as required by claim 38 because 
once PBX receives the telephone number of the recipient's telephone number, the PBX 
would proceed to establish a call between the collaborators along with establishing data 
connection by retrieving IP addresses of the collaborators and using them to establish 
data connection using data network. In fact this is similar to what the Applicant's 
specification discloses: Applicant's specification discloses: To begin the exemplary 
process, a central office) (e.g., central office 125) may receive a called party number 
from a telephone (e.g., telephone 152). The central office and SS7 network 145 may 
set up a circuit switched audio connection between the called party number and calling 
party number. The number of the calling party may be retrieved using, for example, the 
conventional "caller ID". The central office may further send a video set up message 
containing the called party and calling party number to server 140 via network 135. 
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Server 140 may look up, in table 405 of database, network addresses 420 
corresponding to each of the received calling/called party numbers .... (Paragraph: 0039 
of Applicant's specification). Therefore, Cruickshank still reads on Applicant's claims 
38-39, 41-47 and their rejection is maintained. 

Applicant's arguments regarding claims 66-71 are moot in view of new rejection 
detailed above. 

In light of applicant's arguments, claims 48-50, 56-57, 59, 60-62, 64-65 are 
allowed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melur Ramakrishnaiah whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8098. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 Hr schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curt Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. / 

Melur Ramakrishnaiah ^ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 



